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CULTURE IN TWO WORLDS

IT
is now generally admitted that we are living in a perid of very
great historical cataclysms, of violent upheaval in all s o d life,
of the most radical cbanges, and of the crash of old systems of
material, existence and the old outlook on life. Wars, revolutions, the crisis, the dictatorship of the proletariat, fascism, the
threat of new wars, the heroic struggle of the Austrian workemall these facts are extremely ominous for capitalism, which might say,
with Horatio:

In what particular thought to work I h o w aot;
But, in the gross and scope of my opinion,
This bodes some strange eruption to our state.
The strain of the contradictions which are under constant pressure
in the unhrably stuffy atmosphere of the capitalist worId may at
any moment end in some new ahstropbe quite unexpected in its
form.
Hmver, we a trace a basic historical "tendency of development" through the cinematographic swiftness and motley change of
events. This tendency is expresed first and formost in the unusudy
intensive proce. of the polarhion of the dasw-the great differentiation in all s o d forces and ideoIogies-the sharpening of the
struggle between faxism and communism, as two class camps-twoWO
&trines, two cultures. If we were to characterize the entire historical situation bridiy from this poht of view, we might say that
great dass form are forming in military array for coming battlesfor the battles which will. be really final (in the world-historic sense
and really decisive.
For tbis reason, faxism must be subjected to thoughtful study
in dl its WJ
from its mnomics down to its pbiosophy. And

'r

C

all these already exist; for the bourgeois ranks are being rearganized
with e n o m s swiftness, both in the form of d e d "national
revolutions" and in the form of 'plain fmism!' Tbese forms vary
greatly, but one m o t doubt their common historical tendenq and
the common root of their social and political class significance.
A long time ago, before the series of bourgeois revolutions, feudalism gave birth to the absolute monarchy. Tbe tzars, emperors and
kings, in alliance with the petty landowning nobility, and with the
support of the towns, crushed some of the big feudal lords-and
by doing this, strange as it may seem, put off the historical date of
the end of feudalism. They strengthened feudaIism and centrdhd
its b& forca under the abdute monarchy, which was overthrown
by the bourgeois revolution.
Another world-historic p a d o x is now being enacted on the historical stage, undm entirely different conditions and in an entirely
,
different manner. In the r'national revo~utions,"finance capital and
the J m k ~ ~ u p p o r t eby
d the petty bourgeoisie, a section of the
intelligentsia, and even certain groups of duped workers--advance
anti-capitalist slogans, p m h "national-sociaIrrrm,"and wen sacrifice
a section of their class colleagues (Jewish capital and %onAryans" in general), while at tbe same time they strengthen capitalism+~, rather, attempt to strengthen it-by garhering all their
forces for the defense of capital, and by dedaring a peueMive war
on the working c k , on communism, and on Marxism.
Facist "order" is the Lcordet"of military, potitid, and economic
bawwk; it is the ditary capitalist system of a state af "emergency." This expresses itself in a number of most important facts:
in the tendency towards state capitalism; in the '%ommon n a t i d , "
"corporate," etc., dictatorship, with the supp-on
of a number of
i n t d contradictions; in the establishment of various "mono"
hms-"monO-nationI" "mono-party," "mono-state" ("totalitarian
state"), etc.; in the organhation of m a s human m e s - p t t y b ~ q e o i sand, in part, working class; in a whole " i n c ~ t e d "
ideology, attuned to the basic interests of fmaace capital; and,
W y , in the -tion
of a material and ideological rn base.
The s o d l e d fascist atnational revolutions," with their anticapitalist slogans, are really in essence but a speedy ~ g ~ t i o n
of the b o p i s ranks, ehnhating parliamentary changes and tbe
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system of competing p d e s , introducing uniform military discipline
all along the line, and o q i p k h g m a s rcserw.
The petty-bwrgaois PhWtina of the "centre"w3l say: "But
you Communists also do many of these things." Or, as the Social-

Democratic petty-bourpip phase it: " T h e is dictatorship here
and didakship there, both equally abominable." Or: "There is
U f t ' B d s h h and &ere L 'Right' Bolshevism; and there is no
differencein principle between them.''
hmiserable people, who d v e Mows both from the left and
from the right, do not mdmhnd that the J o d side of the matter
alone ("dkhtorsbip" in general), which they understand incorrectly
at that, does not decide an-:
the hportanb t h g i s its class
-8;
its contmd-wterial oad iddogid; t h d y r n k s PJ its
&elo#nmt;
i t s relatMtrskdp t o the g m d merit of w k i Msd o h i b d o ~ Only
. i m W e can fail to understand that the
dictatodip of the p&tand the dictatorship of tbe capitalists
are pohr opposites, aad that their content and historical signif~cance'
are entirely different. Those who mnot+r will not-understand
thb will inevitably he crusbed and plunged into the ing1orious refuse
of history.

T m fascism, in its ~ c e is ,a product of the general crisis of
c a p i t d k v Jaseph Stalin has emphmhd. 3ut from this it follorn that the c
o
w of fascism, in creating sornethimg nm (reactiond y new) in tbe capitalist ways of living and Winking that had
been formed before its coming, could not but bring with it a profound
in certain importsnt bourgeois orientations. It should
be stated that not all q w t s of this compIes reorientation are of
the s m e depth or of the same stability: doubtless, many aspects axe
dm@g and will & m e p e n d i n g to a great extent on the curve
of the economic cycIe, But many mpcts, of course, will remain,
until the development and conclusion of the class struggle puts ford problem of m entirely aerent nature.
If we are to speak of the fascist bourgeoisie's political and economic platforms and @din@
ideas, we must note facb of this sort:

-

I , Tke &is
iip the a&ntatim towards m'fdtecMcal ~ ' O Q R P S .
There was specially profound pessimism in this field during the
years of the greatest declise In the cyclical curve. It is well known
that all the Ieading tedm!cal publications:. Maschhmbaw (Machine
BMildIng), American dbwkbaht, and hundreds of others, were full
of discussion on the question: Is technobgy bendcial or barmful?
Engineer Hdmich m t e m Mas~khmbawthat "there is m enormous army of writers who take a negative attitude towards technology, and wen wish for or predict its death." T h e economic
journals strongly recommend a decrease in the rate of tedmical
development.
The bourgeois philosophers began to b t melancholy tunes in a
discordant &om about the S O ~ ~ S Dof~ machine
M
civihtion in
general. The Keyaerlings, our Berdyayevs and Co. (who are suspiciously dose to the fascist staffs), and tbe inevitable "dean of
phi10~0phy,"Oswdq Spagler, who preaches the doom of Europe
and of Bismarck's "socialim," have all begun to criticize technique
as such: not the capitalist application of technique (that would be
a criticism of the wry f o u & W of capitalism and capiWt exploitation), but kcJmique itself.
The machine, Spengler h s , is b e g i i to hinder the human
being (the multitude of automobiles in the streets) : "In Argentina,
Java, and other places, the small landowner's simple plough is superior to big motors, and f W n i n g to drive them out." The end
of modern machine culture is inevitable. "This machine technology," he writes, "will end with the Faustian human being, and
d
l some h e day be destroyed and forgotten: railroads and &ips-l i e the Roman roads and the Chinese wall; our giant cities arid
their sk~wcrape+Eke dd Memphis and Bsbyh." (Man a d
T~hks.)
Such funereal: reactionary tunes have become the ideologid
fashion. The great optimism that was formerly felt concerning
teehnologid progress has undoubtedly disappeared. "Faith" in it
has been undermbed by the whoIe trend of the general crisis of
apibl'ism.
a . . Tke m'sis in the m'entatim davards fwrdher indwtrialisath
is very c M y connected with the above. If technolqgkd progress
is stopped, the productive forces w i l l inevitably decline or come to a
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stand-still. This is assisted by the sesrrch for guarantees of safety
&mt the "plague of the proletariat,'' the "Wto tbe land1'propaganda, the doetrine of the patriarchal bond with "motherearth,"
and the return to the Band. Henc&'magrarianizationI "
Hitler's slogan is: "The land above an; it gives stability; it is
the source of con~ervatkm.'~The experiences of the fascist mwement in Italy, in Germany, and in ~ u i t r i a(the rich peasants of the
Tyrol, the Xtalii agrarian bourgeoisie, the Catbdic Church-M y ia the agrarian districts, etc,), oblige the fascists to turn ded d y toward
landJ'-which, of course, h far from hindering
the rule of finance capital. The problem of "internal colonization,"
of moving the population from the cities to the countryside in the
struggle against unemployment (the Siedt1~1gsproblettr),is one of
the -tiat:
questions of the German internal policy.
T. Hiefscher has expressed the coming ideologid superstructure
with dasic clarity in his book, Dm R&h (The Em$ke) : "Becornh g more rural wiU mean becoming poorer and more primitive, and
perhaps wilder and more barbarous; but, on the other hand, it will
mean beuming mote Ge&.
Barbarism carries its own just%=tiom." Sufienti sat. Comment would surely be ssupefluom.
3. The crisis in dlra mkptation towards the wwid market. The
tendency which had previously flourished in this field with the old
optimistic I b f a i r e theory is being replaced by the doctrine of a
decided arctwJ+.c., a d n e d , "self-sufficientJJeconomy, almost
independent of world economy. Certain governments which are
becoming fascist, or are already f a s i s t e l y Gemlany-show
this p r o m vey dearly.
It is not di&dt to see the basic economic roots of thii tendency
and this policy. I am referring to the militant economic and military preparations, to "independence" from imports which are not
guaranteed during war, and the consequent correpnd'mg decline in
the proportion of e q ~ r t s ,
The obliging economists have already deduced a whole "Iaw of
decreasing world comections" The Japanese social-fascists justify
mecation by the necessity of having "enough of everythingn for
the building of socialism ( I I ) under the rule of the Mikado. The
German fascists f m u l a t e the problem as the problem of "the greatest possible economic independence."
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Ferdinand Fried puts this question very dearly indeed in his biook,
Awtwkk (Adarcky), in which be gives the "lofty idealagy" of
this autarchy: the "Asctorcky" of self&iency
and the "Atrtwcky"
of d - p v e r n m e n t i . e . , politicaI independence.
"The nation," he declares, "which is now being born in the Garmm ~ v d ~ t t i m(this
" refers to the fascist "revolution."-N.B.) "bas
gone through an intensive internal survey, and wants to be selfscent and rule itself through itself. . . . The French Rmlution
brought forth impwidkt h a d i s m ; the German revolution will
produce socia& nutimbn. . . The fidd of social nationalism is
not the world, but the nation, the p p l e , the human being."
This, of course, is utter nonsense, as far as the "field7' is concerned. There is no talk of the fascist states refusing to go out
intu the workl "field." The race for armaments and the foreign
polici~of these states do not permit us to accuse them of provincialism. But it is precisely for the purpose of struggle an the world
field that they are breaking down the ideology of a wordti 01 Iretrodkg comecths. The continuous growth of nobianahm and the
miZitury character of its entire ideology form the appropriate superstructure for the imperialist-fascist autarchy.
4. The crisis of the l i b ~ dbolcrgeois-pwl~mentwyst& is one
of the outstanding manifestations of the military and political preparation of the bourgeoisie. Sa is its hnsition to dictatorship
h g h the d-truction of bourgeois democracy and the organization
of an open dictatorship, with owe party and a complete terrorist
government apparatus, from the armed forces down to the university
chairs and the art academia.
Here we must point out that the so-called "corporate state" is
trying to draw the basic links of economy into its own hands an the
basis of state capitalism, and is speeding up the process of the centralization of capital in every possible way. It is obvious that the
building of 'planned apitdiisrn," which they preach under the name
of "national-socialism," is a fascist Utopia. But there is no doubt
whatsoever of the fact that in leaning for support mainly on h v y
industry the fascists are tightening and militarizing certain impartant
Ilnb in theii economy, thus greatly increasing the pressure of state
pow=One of the leading Italian fascists, M, Benni, fornulab the

.
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matter thus: "The rule of economic nationalism emphasii this
d t y , for a11 nationalism undertakes a political function fist and
foremost and adapts or subordinates to it dl o h r soeial functions."
(I@o SiIone, Der F a s ~ ~p.w224.)
,
The representation of "corporations" (Italy) and of "estates"
(Germany) is fictitious; for the "lower dasaes'' rue "represented"
by members of the fascist sM-by %tast ateimposed chiefs," so to
speak, of one or another "front." The a s s a s of it i i a ~f tke
direct rPrle of capibd isself, of the Thyssens, the Krupps, the trusts,
the banks, etc., on the basis of a centralized and operative "complete" power.
Accord'ing to M m l i n i , this system overcomes both capitalism
and socialism. (IM.,p. a 2 6 . ) According to Fried, it is the embodiment of "the Pridea of order" and of Russian ''socialism."
(Op.cit, p. 45. Spengh
the same.)
Higher ideological structures develop on tbis basis into a whole
phirosopty of the "totalitarian" state, of the cooperation of all, of
the hdership of the elect, in whom lies the spirit of Gad, of the
realization of metaphysical values, etc.
In any case, the old liberal orientation has been broken cornpletely ; we have at present a transition to the operative, "complete"
dictatorship of finance capital* terrorist dictatorship, which has
absorbed a number of mass fascist organizations.

m
THE CWS IN BOURGEOIS
IDEAS
Tms sharp turn in the sphere of material culture and the ideolvgicd spheres closest to it finds its appropriate expression and reflection on the higher rungs of the ideological ladder. Here also

:

a swift reorientation is taking place, and the customaty categories
are turning out to be unsuitable for the new period. We have a'
projormd
in all bourgeois "spiritwl" culture, which says a great

deal. We shall dwell here w certain especially clear manifestations
of this &is.
r. The crisis in ideas oj euoEutbu has developed on the basis of
disillusionment a b u t the progressive movement of capitalism. This
disillusionment is growing and taking logical shape on a universal
8

d.
The @st stage is summed up very well by WaIter Eucken:
"Marx thought," he telb us, "that the vital law of capitalism lies
in ever&veloping dynamics, and that the end of capitalist development would mean the end of capitalism itself. . Modem p d i t i d
economy bas shown that Marx's theoretimi arguments on the nemsity of these dynamia are false." (Staatlicke Skmkttmandtmgen
rrrrd die Krise des Kupibdismw.)
The second stage, the universal spread of the nqgative attitude
towards the idea of development, is found in the "universalist,"
Othmar SF.
In his Kdegmiedchre (Sc-e
of Categm'es),
this professor proclaims certain remarkable truths: "
D and ~
Mm," he writes, "did a terrible injury to our culture by their
mechanical ( I ) &erstmiding of ezrdutwn. For their u&stadhg
of a v o I ~ h urobs alI activity of its value, as each day is conquered
by the next day. And this gave rise to the utilitarianism, materialism, and nihilism which characterhe our times."
In other words: Only the conventional "dynamics" of simply
grinding water in a mortar is of any value. As to real, successful
sttuggle, and actually changing the world-that arouses human pride '
and turns men away from God, and is therefore criminal. What
formerly made up the fervor of the progressive bourgeoisi+what
B a n formuIated, with restrained pasion, as the flowering of mank i n e now crushed under the fascist heel of the gloomy servants
of God, The bourgeoisie, whose path to further development ha9
been blwked, cries: "Down with development! Down with the
very idea of development I"
2. The crisis in the ideobgy oJ Ckrishkv a d liberal "kumunisra."
The period of liberdism corresponded to the rosy dream of "normal
human relationships" raised to the ethical standard of Kant's categorical imperative. This ideology, generally spealring, was very
suitable for "fairer competition'' both in the field of internal relationship and in the field of international trade. "Honesty,"
"qualily," 4rrespect,v'etc., with their wordy halo of hypocritid
"humaneness," were the official ethical doctrines connected with
the real conduct of the people; md the word "people" formally included the lower classes.
The semi-feudal romanticists and philosophers of reaction-iu
speolkmg of mdern b,
we must mention Niece, first of all

. .
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to undermine this ideology. "Whom do I detest most,
among the modern scoundrels? The socialist scoundrel~the
stw*tle3of the mob, who intrigue against the workers' inst hct, contentment, and feekg of satisfaction with their modest life-who
make the wotkers envious, and teach them revenge." (F. Nie-e,
T h W U to Power.)
-ism
"is far the most part a symptom of the fact that we
are treating the lower classes too h n e l y , so that they get a taste
of the happiness forbidden to them.
It is not hunger that CWSES
revolution; it is the fact that when the people begin to eat they
&quire larger appetites.'' ( I b i d .)
The modern bourgeois ideologists, who on the wings of their
thoughts are flying straight back to the Middle Ages, are raising
aloft all their animal hatred for other nations, in essence, for the
lower dasses. The actual facts of this are universally known.
Mme. h e r de Guelle, the queen of adventutes&s, whose memoirs
a m e out recentfy, might well envy the pathol&al sadistic @om
of the fascists.
But the interesting thing is that all this finds open, acknowledged,
valued, almost "phi1osophical" expression. SpengIer's analogy of
the beust oj p e y is we11 known. It is worth our while to cite once
more the tirade, expressive of his "cultural perception," in which
this philosopher praises the gorilla-like, <'primitive man." Herr
Spengler is touched: "The soul of this strong Solitary [Ij is thoroughly militant, mistrustful, and jealous of his own power and gains,
He throbs with emotion when his knife cuts into the flesh of an
enemy--groans and the odor of blood raise his feeling of triumph,
Every red man, even in modern cultural cities, sametimes feels
within Mrn the smouldering fire of this primitive soul."
The fascist dramatist, Herr Jwt, calls for priests "who will spill
blood, more blood, and stiU more blood," and declares: "When I
hear of culture, I get my Browning ready."
Herr Herbert Blank believes that in Bismarck's T h g b t s and
Reminiscences there is more pbhaphy than in hundreds of works
of university faculties, and that the development of dmxcter h u l d
lx completed in the barmcks. Frederick the Great, the
corps, and the barracks form the ideal trinity of his "philosophy."
(See WiY Suchm DmbschU.)
-Ixgm

,I

.. .

'

I

i

a'

'

,

A nationalist fury is raging: "humane" passages are crassed ant
wen in the New Testament, as "Eastern in0uences." The Christian
names ate crossed out of the calendar and r e p l a d by Teutonic
ones ("Back to WotBnI" is the pass-word). The "me theory,"
with its analysis of "blood and sperm," is k i i elevated to the level
of a "scient3c" doctrine, and is the basis of all policies. Alfred
R o s m k g even explains the entire October Revolution by ssying
that 4'Mongolian forces" got the upper hand of the "tall, shapely''
light-haired people of German origin. (Tke Futsrre of Geman
POT- P o k y . ) The liberal Christian orientation has been replaced
by frantic anti-Semitism and incredible contempt for the colonial
peoples (see Hider's dB& Karrr#j.) This, however, while it causes
the prim& to revolt, daes not prevent the Vatim from blessing
the ah-mentioned "things and prmeses,"
3. The &S
in the idea of f o r d e4lcoCify. From the very backwaters of reaction-from'foseph de Maistre a d Co.-they have
6&ed out the idea of hierarchydternal hierarchy-not as a temporary historical phenomenon, but as a g w a l atad trrriversal hw
of nutwe. (SeeM.Berdyayw's book, The PMosophy 01 Inequdity,
written quite a long time ago.) Hider speaks openly and plainly '
of the ruIe of the aristocratic idea in nature and in society. S.
Araki, in hi famous speech, "The Tasks of Japan in the Em of
Showa," brings f o m d amusing "pbilcsqhical" arguments whicb
are s u p p o d to prove the age-old superiority of the Japanese race.
(Heaompres human beings with various breeds of dogs, d e s W
for diilerent purposes.*)
Herr Spann, the phiimpher of Austro-Getman fascism (he is also
their d o g i s t , their economist, &.I, buiIds up a whole h r y of
society and government on the h i i s of a hierarchical demarcation
between t'well-bom" and "low-born1' members of society, returning
to and thedogking old biological theories.
The idea of hierarchy (gmac&) is given exactly the same de
termining rde by the Italian fascists (see Gentile). Racco, one of
the leading ideologists of Italian fascism, has created a whole theory
of government and rights ("reAected rights"). ft is a well-knit
theory of the serfdom of the law-born castes, who are in bondage tw
a corporate state, headed by the L'&te"-the "select"-the 'WU%
*See dbi&rkm

d Fna&m iJapan (International P
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trious": the trust-owners, the bankers, the "dlendes," and their
spiritual and worldly servants.
a idea of formal equality has broken dawn dl almg the line.
The banners of the bourgeoisie now bear the legend: Hierarchy
(Read: the rule of capital).
4. Tke crisis is r a t M bhkhg. DisiUuianmmt in the eatpediency of techid pmges inevitably brought about disillusionment
apnceming the power of rational Uhkhg. This is a subject worthy
of detailed treatment.
In order that the reader may immediately feel the "aromarJof tbe
new p o d h n s on this question, we &dl quote here tbe ahve-mentioned Herbert BIank. In his conhversid work he asks directly:
Of whd we "to the Germun #eo@ is the science of D d , Virchaw, DPCbOjB-Raymond,EackeE, P k h , and &stein, whkh has
b d m b k tk betwtm tke sod and God.
1" And he answers:
"Wa ars mwe jor the ~ e e which
d
is rev&# as barbwiswt; for, I
must remark, we c o d e r the siogan 'Buck t o barbtwisd' whick h
corn n# dsrrirg the k t few yems, as m of th bat of battb-wks."
Science and rational thinking are replaced by theological and tele
o l q i d metaphysia, mystical ravine1wild "intuitions," occultism,
telepathy, astrology, etc. The content of the new literature is simply
h d b l e : V i m and Jeans' "mathematical god" are hmlm tops
whm
with the scholastic and m y s t i d nonsense that is
printed in the witalist countries nowadays. Truly, it seems as
though heavy giant b d s , dinosaurs and iguanadons Bad again
begun to crawl along the surface of the primitive earth.

..

Such is, in rough outline, the picture of the cultural crisis in
capitalist counttk. Tbis picture is far from complete; it is very
mqmed with d t y . But its his is clear. It has been
very well e x p d by Spmgkr:
"It is our duty to hold on to the end to a lost position, without
hope, without salvation. To hold on to the end, like the Rwnan
soldier whose bones were discavered before the gates of Pompeii, who
perished bemuse during the etuption of V&us
he was not relieved from his match. That ia glory, that is the valor of a rare.
That honorable end is the only thing a man cannot be Wved of."
Such k the i n t b t e side of fascist ideulbgy ia all its glory. M e

'wr"
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we^^ the "knight" in a wild M ' s skin is do@ anything but "atandHe is making considerable use of his club. But he wlll
ing
not prove the victor; as is proved, among other things, by our growing mciaht culture.

e."
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Tas crisis of capitalist culture serves to bring out in tremendous
contrast the enormous growth of material and spiritual ~ulturein
the U.S.S.R. This culture is still very young and unsettled. But
the dynamics of its development, its direction, its developing intenral
£oms, its splendid unity, its creative impulses, uniting m i l I h of
m l e , all render the Soviet Union the real and dependable hope
of the world proIetariat. This hope is the stronger because the dictatorship of the proletariat has laid the foundations of s d a M
economy, has established world records in construction, bas d e d
itself as a great a d v e force. And aU this p r a y at a time when
the dark clouds of the crisis are h q h g ominously and trouble
is hovering over the capitalist world. True, the frenzied ideologists of fasdsm attempt to attribute to victorious communism features and qualities which are the properties of fascism itself. Thus,
for instance, Herr Richard Bie (Revdscbh m d Kwl Mum,Leipzig,
rgao) stsects that "Lain entertained a profound and justified distrust of education and sehDIarship
for they distort the natw
of peoples." He asserts that LeniD "hated education," that "in this
re4pecl he was in his very nature a peasant rrnd a Russian nationalist
who opposed Western Europe," that he a%hated townsmen" and that
this constituted the "depth of his character." At the same time,
a c o k p e of this fascist "scientist," the notorious orthodox cburcl~
philosopher S. F d , who now is taking shelter under the
of
the b r m fascist eagle, in his work 4'Bolshwism and Communism
as Spiritual Ph-I'
(see the sympcsium Der S t U , daF R e d
r
r
d die Wirtschft des Bo&ckewhw, Berlin, x g n g ) , states the direct
opposite: "Actually, communism as such, has no national-histodd
roots in the rife of the R u s b m
l
e and in R d a n phiIcwophy,
It haa been imported from the W a t and should be regas the
latest abortive fruit of Western u n W , of W e ~ t e ndisregard of

.
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God in all public life." However, these two "opposites" become
reconciIed in the "unity" expressed in that bath hold that the domination of the proletariat is the domination of Satan, All this nonsense of the modern obscurants (compared with whom the ignoramof the t h e of the Reformation were shining intellectual
geniuses), evaporates like ether before the ever growing host of facts
which prove the enormous progress of our country and the splendid
victories of the class struggle of ?he proletariat. The land of the
dictatorship of the proletariat is exhibiting a trend of development
which is the direct opposite of the tendencies now prevailing in the
capitalist countries surrounding it. At the same time, all the principles d the proletarian state, w h i i in the course of its social life
are rapidly being materidized as links in its development, are the
direct oppite d the principles of the faxist prophets and leaders.
The principal features of development in the U.S.S.R. am:
r. The emancipation of the productive forces from the fetters of
capitalism and from the fetters of petty private ownership of land.
Whms in capitalist muntries the growth of the productive forces
is hindered by private property, the October Revolution has removed
these obstacl~in all directions: It has created a different correlation
between production and consumption. It has destroyed the lagging
behind of effective mass demand which is inevitable under apitalisrn.
I t has destroyed the parasitism of the ruling classes. It has swept
aside the divisions in private economy. Thus it bas opened wide the
gates for the rapid growth of productive force by adopting the
principal progressive tendencies in technical deveIopment (dectri6cation, use of chemicals, automatic machinery, the establishment of
huge combinations of interdated enterprises, etc.). It has freed
all the latent pasibilities d live working forces-that &chive productive force in dl economy. The working class, having thrown off
the old exploitation, has become the source of a new, manifold
m t i v e energy.
And, findy, the last few years of the development of the socialist
revolution have liberated agricdtwe, and with it the entire ecanomy
of tbe country, f r m the jebters of pefty private ownerskip, within
whwe limits a powerful agricultural technique could never develop.
The victorious mcialist offensive which Joseph Stalin proclaimed
and carried through with iron consistency bas brought about the
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rout of tbe kulaks and the incredibly swift reorganization of peasant
economy.
The creation of new forms of colIective and Soviet agricultural

production--of large-scale socialist economy on the land-has hastened the process of giving this new form new material content,
including new technical content. The introduction of machinery,
and then of chemistry, into agriculture is attaining ever new vietoria.

Live labor is here too taking on immeasurably higher qualifications
cultural, and poIiti-1. And in connection with this the
principle of planned &it
economy is becoming ever more important.
2. From this necessarily fo1Iows the o&a#atiofi t m d s technical
progress, as well as the orientation towards M u s t d i n0th. But
s o d k i t industrialibation has the specific peculiar trait that it does
not lead to a further separation of the town from the muntry. On
the contrary, it leads to tbe bridging of the gulf between them,to the
development of an industrial reghe in rurnI economy itself, to
the elimination of the "idiocy of rural life." Closely connected with
this stands the orientation towards large-sale economy, towards
closer and better organid connections of the W i s t economic
whole.
3. The A t a t h n tavwds economic iffdependence a d towards
o wwid smidst economy. In contradistinction to fascism, which
places the "nation" and its isohtiw from other "nations" before
everything eke, the Soviet Union bas dreudy been built up on rn
btemztional h i s , uniting the toilers of a large number of nationalities, nations, and races in its state organktion.
The U.S.S.R. is striving for economic independence in relation to
the cafitadisf WWU,where ccapitui ruIes-a world which in its class
structure is diametrically opposed to socialist wciety. The U.S.S.R.
desires to have its own sufficient and reliable social and economic
foundation, without breaking off trade relationships with the apitalist countries.
The dictatorship of tb proletariat in its perspective is orientated
towards a wwld cmmunist c m m ~ ~ a huge
~ orgadzed
d s
economic whole, without exploitation and without c ~ w b i c h
would be the basis of the true brotherhood of all mankind;
IS

-kchicd,

-

A

4. Comtnmh sets up the dictatms&p 01 the prolet&
as
against the dictatosship of -a
capaal; the Sotrkt state as against
the ''corporate state'' of fascism; #robtarion democracy as against
fascist Catsarfsm; the rule of the workers as against the rule of

the Thpem and the Krupp; and flamed soc*t

econmy, whose

management forms the ftmctiws of' the proletarian government led
by the Party, as against barracks and state-capitatist militartzed

economic efforts.
The dietatorsbip of the proletariat sets itself up openly as the
expression of a class principle against atl twaddle of a "common
national aimy'--against the deceiving mask of "cu-opmting,"
"mtates" or "professions"--a mask which conceals behind its empty
legal formula a r d class (capitalist) content.
The dictatorship of the proletariat, having Iiquidated parasitic
che-having destroyed the wry foundation from which they arose
---is acquiring the great@ afiectivmess o$ action, is drawing in mill i m of people, is working out ever new forms of mass participation
in the governing of the state, is securing, in practice and in the
process of labor, an ever broader and ever deeper pwtk in the
csdrwd s t a m i d s of its peo#es.

TECHNICS
AND SOCIAUSM

THEdevelopment of the culture of socialist society, advancing
under a aptmatic bombardment from its class enemies, raises many
questions and problems which demand a definite cIarjfication,
From tbe huge number of these problems, we shall cba few of
the basic ones, which are aIso subjects of discussion in the camp
of our enedles.
I. The problem oj socialist "tecknics." Many fascist and semifascist "scholars" and "theoretidam" attack us on the ground that,
as they say, we fetishize the machine. We are reproached with having turned the machine into an icon, with being "machine-worshippers,'' with tendii tcrwards the creation of mechanized and
depemdized peopIc+towds a " s o u l l d ' cidimtion, where the
human being is a unit of calculation, a number, a paragraph, where
all creative effort is ended, etc.
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These attacks aie bgsed on criticism of "technics in genwdP'of machimi 8s a purely t d m W principle. Howwer, it is eaq to
understand that, in so far as there is truth in these condemnstions
of the machine,' this truth applies excld'udy to the capitalist application of a
b
te machine; and that it instantly becomes its own
c ~ ~ d i o n ~ .aeik-when
. ,
it refers to the application of th
rnachiae in the socialist state. I t is one of the basic parad(one
of the W c contradictions) of capitalism that the growth of machinery d~ not help the m a w , but only increase the proportion
of unemployed and hungry. T o the toilers the machine is a means
of capitalist robbery; it transforms the human being into a "detail
worW1- stupid and soulles screw ia the mechanism, s t u p f d
by weariness, by the monotony and narrowness of his work, etc.
Inanimate things rule over human labar, the human being becomes
a "pair of hands."
AU this was brillimtly explained by Marx, and no one has given
such a fiery criticism of capitalist technics as Marx himself-with
dl due recognition of its relative (historical) pragrdvemss, which
now has been transformed into its very opposite.
But socialism reverses all relationships down to the very root.
Aud the development of socialism in our country gives extremely
-ty
and irrefutable proofs of this. With us, the machine plays
a great liberating r61e: the seven-hour working day, the lightmhg
of Iabor, the appearam of a definite leisure time, the increase in
tbe productivity of labor, the growth in materid well-being, the rise
in literacy and technical culture, the growth in personality (shockworkem)--these are all bound up with the mechanization of the
productive p-.
In place of unemployment--a shortening of the
working day; instead of an increase in the standard of exploitationa growth in well-being; instead of cultural humiliation and d w h g
of pmonality+ rise both in culture and in personality.
We need but compare the former peasant with the present-day
collective-farm tractor driver to understand the absurdity of the
aase~tionaof the capitalist bowlers. The macbine under s o c W t r r
is the greatest factor in tbe growth of culture. U d w ca#alb,
the growth in bcxhiqw wu%ha&es t k t&,
i.e., J&@s him.
U d e,-s
$kis grwuth k u m d e s the rnache, kg., m k e s k
a w a @ n h the ham& oj the toiEifig ntussm.

2. The technique of om age and the classkss stah. The fact
remains, however, that while there is a huge leap forward in all
f i e h of culture, including the fidd of art, social sciences, and
philosophy, there is at the present moment a sharp increme in the
impurtmca uJ beckffobgy tbrougbout our entire social life, on the
basis of the utterIy unprecedented growth in Marxist political culture.
Tbis is also expressed, incidentally, 4 SWn's popular slogan:
"In the period of reconstruction, technique decides everything." But
this formulation of Stah's includes both an ez#lamatiot~ of this
phenomenon and a definite propusis, i.e., a prediction of its future
development.
Now for a few preliminary remarks. There is not the slightest
doubt that the kckniEai side of culture is of exceptional importan*
in our country, and that consciously regulated and organized attention is now directed to this field. There is a certain t'one-sidedness"
in our educational "economy."
If we take our new proIetarh inteliigentsia, for instance, we will
easily h canvlnced that the vast majority of all the new intellectuals
consists of technicians, engineers and agfotechnicians. The "humanitid (art, philology, history, etc.) are far in the background.
On the face of it we have a sharp b i towards technique and invention-towards practical and organizational work. We now often
meet people who are perfectly at home in technology and in the
corresponding fields of the mact natural sciences, but who do not
have the least idea of ancient Greek tragedy, or of "Young Eesmany," or even of m e v , Dobrolyubw, and C h e r n y s h e . *
They are often ignorant of the melementary historical facts. In
a word, not a kace of "classid" education is left. The hero of the
day is the inventor--the khnician-the shd-worker. Tbis is the
'rculturd style" of the perid we are goiag through, in the nmm
swse of the word-the deaxly expressed technid ideology of the
day.
It would, homer, be entirely incorrect to assume that such onesided development must be characteristic of dl socialism as a whoIe,
or of the classless communist state. The ctmhary is more correct.
The historidy limited roots of ptesmt-day technical ideoIogy
lie ih b h objective tusks of t& 11~19~effLin
the necessity of c m -

R u d u writers and litwary CMCS
of the Oinetemth ~ent~q.-M.
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Netiag ow techkad r ~ c o u s ~ t i ow~ ot, h g ail oj the m y s#Cs
of new b s c h n i d &vices, a d rtaiskg the q d i w i o a s of a61 tk6
labw ~OTCRPof the booula and tke comatry to a fevd c m s g o n d h g to
the new m c h k r y and upparaMr.
Henee coma the fetvw of mastery. But hence, also, comes the
great purposefulness of all the active and creative forces of the
revolutionary class-the proletariat; a pwpoefulness directed towards ~ o l o g y ,and unavoidably--when the historical time in
which things must be done b short-"one4ded."
There is, as Hegel would have said, a certain sly historical logic
in this fit&aUy necessary eJ wvo&iable one-sidedmss. I1 is
tbe antithesis of the OM culture, with its slow t e m p of work and
its slavish, Asiatic labor customs, with its justifmition of the green
-kh
*-the
truly Russian tool, which was set up proudly
against the "clever &g1;lishman1s machine"; witb its Oblomow ** and
its reddm idlers, its Solovyevs, Dostayevskprr, and TolstoyA.e.,
Apbmdites and Mothers of God, pathological degeneraq and nonresistance; with that famous, mystical L'SIavicsoul" ((Fdme shoe),
which has been the object of not a Iittle mock-serious West European
"dm"
The sharply exp@
"bias" towards technique which reflects
ideologically the class struggle of the proletariat for the mastery of
technique, and the operative work bound up with this t'tecbnical
bi," are conclusively detroying the ideological and ''cultural"
remnants of Dd%ushh a31 along the front. But with the very
growth of k c h i d culture in the country, and the broadening of all
horizons, beginning with the politid ones, there also grows Q demrrd for &eIopmm# iff u number 01other dwectim.
I An extremely charackrhtic m p l e of this is a movement which
has spontaneously p w n up in our t e c h i d nhwsitias, namely, the
movement for the organhtion of "universities of culture." The
growing generation of young technical workers demand a certain
redfyhq cm&cient for the whole '%ystem" of their edueation.
"Vduntary" lectures on free days in philosophy, history and artthat is the essence of these 4'uniwrsitiesof cdtu~e.'~But the same
*Cudgel iu Fndhb-tbe title of ~II
early Russian reoolutlomry -.-Ed.
**Character m a novel, by the same name, by
doh-Ed.

In-
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can also be said of much broader swhl circl-f
the entire proletariat and of the collective farm =.
T h &veloQlrsmt oj
4 c b e c ~ biasN
d
in ow cotrdithm c m k w i t h itseIf bke germ of
thd w&b
overcome its own m o w n e s s . A t h e is c m k l
whm science and culture will
in ail their mani~oldvariety.

m
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In the preding mtim we have discussed the process of the
rise of material culture in the U.S.S.R., the tendency towards a
gigantic growth in our productive forces, the liberating d e of machine technique under the specific &tkm
of -st
economy,
and the hateristics of the pcW technical orientation of our
entire cultural style-a "technicism" which, howewr, must be examined within its historical limits. Below, we shall speak of a number
of further pmbIems of our social life and our socialist cultur+
always keeping in mind that we axe speakiDg of very current valw,
which must be understood precisely in their current quality, ie., in
Wi historid changdility.

I. C W d zJ sociadkt economy a d the problear of bweumacy .
If we hke technique b r d y (as the technique of our work in general, and not d y as purely productive technique), then the f e c b
1Piqlce of -gemtechnique of organktion, leadership and
operative work in general-take w great importance. We must
w a l k what a huge apparatus our government uses. After all, our
government in a centraliid manner b a s and directs our whole
socialist economy. It is a huge ''machine," such as has never been

seen in all the existence of humanity.
Such a "rnachine~in certain bistoricd conditions, contains within
itself the danger of bweawacy. Intermediate links of the apparatus
fence the management off from the immedtate demands of life, Sike
dividing walls, by means of accounts and r e p t s from below and
orders and injunctions from abov+both the former and the latter
perssing through n number of hands. The "bureauaatic routine
methods" make paper forms nrle over the real content of life.
Then there is the insdchtly individual appto ques-
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the stencil, dry a d lifeless d&hs,
the "m-4"
handling of dl problems one after the other without any com'deration as to tkir imporimce, etc.
AJl these phenomena actually &, and the Communist Party is
mdua sharp struggle against them (see the decisions of the
Seventeenth Communist Party m e s s of the Soviet Union on
organhtional qu~tions;L.M. Kaganovich, Problems of Plsrly and
SucWsd C w h t i o n ) . We have the prerequisites far &tory in
this bat&+stremeZy important prerequisites, namely, the initiative
of fhe massq the huge b d g "field of selection" where new
prolelarian activists are being promow-leaden of technique, culture
and of the organizing arts, leaders on aa endless number of construction jobs, m
Ie who participate actively in the management of the
government on all fronts.
For this mason, the measures laid down, for instance, by the
wisest of the bourgeois ideologists-Max Weber-are entirely happliable to m relationships. He foretold the rule of a bureaucratic
madthe, where a "bureaucratic-monocratic method of rLlIe through
dmumats" would secure maximum "exactitude, continuity, disciphe
and reliability,n which wwld be ''techidly the most
rational," and which would at the same time lead in the future to
a rule of bureaucracy in the "old Egyptian style," where everyone
eke would be reduced to the condition of fezlaheen. (See Max
Weber: Wk.tscBajt md GeseUsch/k and Pwsjrrment wad RegiePrwog.1
In actual fact, this is an extreme utopian expr&on of sdak ca$italSsno under the dictatorship of h c e capital, where the transformation of the workers into "detaiI workers," into "hands," into
ele~entsof the "cost of production," develops into the total d a v e ment of numbered and depersonatized serfs, and where the restless
trader and the medium-sized industriaI individual becomes an official
under the magnates of the fmancial oligarchy.
On the other hand, all the dynamics of development in the Soviet
Union tend towards the great& development of mass energy, individual and group initiative, the most varied forms and methods of
d d k t competition, the advancement of an ever Isugw circle of
fr& people with initiative. That is the basic p-;
and it is as
farashvenfromearthfmmthetenden~~mompOhtic
&cation
and d e r d s which is stated with fear and h o r n by
a1
tions, the bureauaratic stamp,

.. .

the greatest bourgeois ideologists in investigating "modern capitalism.*
Our socidist centralization does not freeze or deaden human relationships, dividing p p l e into hardened castes; on the contraryib povaes JOT tke ever swifte~deedo#ment 01 old the pobmtaies,
possibidities a d Jwces &tent in the broad poletiQn muses, the
active participants in and builders of the proletarian dictatorship.
a. The problem of hkra~cky,mad of evercoming it; hierarchy
and e q d i t y as problems of csdtwe. Fdsrn, as we have seen, sets
up the idea of hierarchy as its central, unifying idea. This is not
a question of asserting the variety of gifts, temperaments, talents,
etc., which will always exist to some extent. For fascism the question is to perpetuate class domination under this slogan, making it
into an eternal category; to strengthen the wk of co@d oJ a d e w &
g~mtpmw over the colonial peoples, making its rule an e b d
and expIoitation,
Nietaxhe wrote long ago, in his Antichrist, that: "Hkrarcky a d
the caste system are simply a formulation of the highest law of life."
Tbe most odious obxurantists and advacates of serfdom of tsarist
Russia, like a certain personage mentioned by Vera Figner (see
M m d s of a Rsvolsrtbist), who "regarded all knowledge except the
knowledge of a few prayers and the names of the mernbm of the
ruling horrse as Mng harmful to the people," st& for the eternal
existence of that same exploiting Irtdder of castes which so delights
the fascist idevlagists, The former tsarina of the R d a n empire,
Rasputin's god-fearing friend, w t e d , after the punitive expeditions
in December rgo5: "One drop of royal b l d is more precious than
millions of dead wfs.''
Communism does not treat quality in the vulgarly utopian and
rationalist sense ~f the absolute levelling of individuals, where all
are aIiie, like a herd of sheep. It treats it in the semx of the
dhirratioa of classes, the elimination of o p p d o n , of the creation
of the materid conditions for the development of each and all (see
Marx's Tke Crifiqw of the G o t h Program, Engels' A&-mhri~g,
Let~in'sState and Revoktim, and Stdin's Report t o the Se~reatemk
Party Cmgas). It sets as its task the elimination of cIass society,
which can be r d k d through the dietatorship of the proIetariat.
The entire period of the proletarian dictatorship, which raises the
tortuft:
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formerly oppressed and cultwdy suppram! -11
to the level
of red masters of life, breaks down the oid relationships, raises f
k
ma& materially and spiritually, and determines the paths of future
development in an entirely new way. Powerful tendencies devefop
in the transition period, with its rigid governmental power, its dictatorship of workers, and a certain intra-class "hierarchy" which
appears in the structure of the state apparatus and in the one-man
management: tendencies which leai-in the class struggle and in
the pracess of the cultural maturing of the masses-to a peculiar
type of relationships, where the withering away of the state involves
also the elimination oj ali social and politicd hierarchy in general.
This is a path of development directly opwite to the one which
the fascists have in mind when they repeat phases after Nietzde,
about the necessity of "the fervor of d i t a n c e " ~ fthe social "pyramid," where the common mortal is only a dumb stone, obliged to
stick always in the same place. Inequality in talent and in the
d o r of the hair, in passion and in temperament, and in the social
rGIe and importance of definite people in the most varied branches
of culture, are categories of a very special order, which do not
hinder the enormous genera1 rise at all.
We are living in the U.S.S.R. during a stormy growth in mass
energy and creative labor on the basis of proletarian democracy, a
huge growth in mass culture, an entirely new feeling among the
masses, and an unusual eagerness for further development. Before
all this stands the modern sclerotic system of f a s W capital, like a
medieval stone d i c e covered with moss.
3. Speciolizatiom, mprntd a d physical Cabm, phnnitrg, a d tb
@obiem oj the complete hunean bdmg. No one in the least doubts
the fact that culture--and moreover m a s culture, a cdtnre which
penetrates to the very thick of the peopl-has grown enormously.
But together with this rise in t d c a l knowledge, together with the
p w t b in specialization and the breaking d m of the old "know-itdl1'attitude, are we not heading towards a further digurement of
the work-towards
making them more than ever me4ded-a
d d e d n e s s which Kozma Prutkov has stamped with the aphorism:
"A specialist is like a gum-boil, in his lopsided one-sidedaeas." Wia
not development along this b e Iead to further etrangement and
isolation of the profasional groups of people, and to ''money-mk-

a3

.

ing" qualor, which may in time lead to squalor in all our culture?
We must answer this sort of quetion catagm'cdly in tC mgfisle.
Even now--is., in the period of undeveloped communism, a period
c h a c t d by a historically unavoidable one-sidedaess, which is
being overcome in the very course of its development-+ven now,
the gruwth 01 s$ecializabiolo is not a growth of specialiiatiw in its
capitakt j m . As a matter of fact, every active factory worker
takes part in internaI factory planning and in drawing up and
carrying out the Tekkpromfi~flan (technical industrial financial
plan), thus passing beyond the limits of his own specialty. Mote
than that, he is obliged to "harmonize" the questions of 'Lbi''
factory
with questions which concern the whoIe of his branch of industry,
questions of intra-branch importance, and questions of general economic and general political significance.
Every active codlectiPre j m r , aad the leader of every specialized
brigade, takes part in working out the plan for the entire coUective
farm, h calculating the basic parts of the entire process as a whole,
In analit from both the technical and the economic point of
view*

Every mechanic or engineer, no matter in what specialty he may
have hen trained, works within an infinitely large radius of technical interests and aims.
Every scientific mar& worker is obIiged, in these times, to regard his work as a link in the collective chain of divided social
I a k , where each subject is bound up with the next, and all t+
gether, in the f m d account, work for the technical and economic
construction of the growing socialist society.
Thus, we can see a tendency towards the e l i t i o n of the
dierences between nrerrtd and $kysical labor. This tendency comes
out especially clearly at the most advanced positions in the struggle
for d.
During socialist technical examination (for instance,
among the workers on the electrically-run blooming mill in the
D=rzhinsky Works at Ramensk), we can often see technical skill
united with a very high theoretical level. Or, as another example,
in Kabarda, QH the administrative workers take part in the material
procesa of labor. And in general, the vety fact of the creation of a
huge group of new proletarian intelligentsia speaks for itself.
It is characteristic that in this mpect this proletaria hteIligent-
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da expands to an ever broader extent, and that &e &d
warking
class and aU the toilets are following this path. The. real "mancipation'' of the tolling womm, i.a., tbe dimination of the differences between male and female labor, develops the more quickly
aa a materid base is created for it. The women are drawn into
the processes of social labor, from the factories to the highest managing bodie3, on the one band; and communal feeding, etc., grow on
the other hand. These processes create a basic distinction between
our culture and the f&
culture of th Wet, where women are
put into the position of domestic slaves and bedroom convenimces,
and the medieval home-building "family virtues" are supplemented
by the rapidly growing prostitution of both sexes.
Thus, more and more the prerequisites are growing for the creation of the complete hman being-the worker of sociakt socieby.
Oprr #laming is an objective guarantee ensurhg us against division
into parts and ugly one-sidedness. As social life becomes more
mplm, our plan p r o p s more and more to synthesize the data
of tbe most diverse practioe and the most diverse branches d
science.

But our plan is not a dead and w i v e thing; it is a system of
operative aims on a scientifically worked-out basis. For this r a n ,
the s&isd # h m d type of economy will inwitably unite knowledge
and operative action-intellect and will.
Capitalist commodity production diviied people imto #was, tore
&em into pitiful, misshapen, one-sided, narrowly-specialized fragments. SociaEisna, w &e other hand, is creating the cmflete, new
person-is creating him in hbm and in the class struggle against all
the a d v e traditions of the slavish past.
For the fist time ia history,on the richest and most many-sided
material foundation, there is arising the type of this complete person
--a worker in whom i n t d h t and will, mental and physical labor,
theory and practice, knowledge and action, concrete specialization
and u n i d orientation, strive for a higher unity. This, of course,
makes its impresion on all aspects of social life, from everyday life
to the higher manifestations of "spiritual culture."
4. "Society," rtkdivd~aZity,"and the p r o b h oJ weathe liberty;
WeridMIJism and cdfectivism. Une may, however, ask whether the
growth of this general and universal phmhg is not in itself n tend-
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ency whiih smothers initiative, originality and creative freedom and
ioy, by " p h h g " life, as Ugryum-Burchayev did in Shchedrin's
novel.* We have already met this problem ahve. But we must
h
e it now from certain new points of view.
First of all, a certain "clarification" of principle is needed at this
point, Lkt us suppose that the individuals X.,Y., and Z., of the
old professional intelligentsia, do not "believe" in socialism; that
they prefer capitalism in principle. And suppose that in the disrtpparanee of the so-called "classical education" these people see the
"doom of culture" in general. Then all measures in the line of
building socialism will seem to them utterly absurd; and the tasks
which fall to their share will seem to them to be coerciofi and a
suppression of the crative spirit is generakwbereas in actual fact
this is a collision of two classes, two understandings of the world,
two orientations, which caanod be reconcilEd.
Of course, we cannot prdaim "freedom" for counter-revolutionary
"measures" of culture. But the subjective reflection of this restraint
of counter-revolutionary and restoration tendencies in the minds of
p e ~ representatives
~ ~ d
of the dying remnants of past formations
does not and cannot negate the great world-wide historical fact that
rniliions end millions of people have for the first time received real
freedom for creative work and growth; that this freedom has an ever
growing anti ever more stable material foundation; and that a great
process of differentiation of individualities is now taking place.
Compare the "grey cattle" of the tsarist army, for instance, with
the individuality of the Red Army fighters; or the sordid, drab,
mially disintegrated peasant masses with the present prof
distinguishing shock-workers and activists-not to speak of the
proletmian mass^ and the distinguishing of leaders, heroes of labor,
and shock-workers, whose names are seen and heard by the whole
country. Here the fulfilment of the general state plan is not a check
on "creative freedom,'' for there is no basic conflict. The fulfiIment
of the "plan" is the perwnd, internal "aim" of these people; their
creative jreedm can h e t o p only am dkis basis.
Therefore, the whale system of labor relationships generally, both
in the field of material productfon and in the field of "spiritual"
*The reference is to a character in A ~ i s t o Gof o Curt&
isinow Russian social satirist, Saltikov-Shchedrin.-Ed,
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production, develop on a c o m m basis--the builctii of s &isle65
society, the general line of the Party-which expresm in the most
rational m e r the interests and the hopa of the vast mrrsses of the
people. This is O M of the min reasons for tb co&ctivism of the
entire style of the culture which is now forming and growing.
This d m tlod mean the destruction of itsdividdity. But it dues
mean the destruction of individwrlisns. We have the blossoming of
individuality, and, on a mass scale, the death of individualism, which
disunite9 people, carries them in different directions, and hinders
their mutual understanding. I n d i v i d W y mrd i f f d i ~ ~ are
t n
two very different things.
Of course, bureaucracy and the rubber stamp are trying to lay
tbir deadening hands on our cultural development. But the power
of the basic tendencies of this development systematically chops off
the fingers of this freezing hand, and comes out unconditionally victorbus in the tense mass battles.
Thus, the new socialist culture combines unity and variety, colIectivism and the development of personality, a mass cultural rise
and a multiple process of selectiou d leaders. But this selection
does not take place as a polarieation of a dull mass, pressed as an
exploited caste within an iron ring, on the one hand, and the parasitic, decadent doreseence of a capitalist oligarchy on the other.
It takes place as a continuous development in a differentiated and
complex collective body* development uneven in its different parts,
but which is sure, relile, powerful and permanent.
5. Tke etkjcai orientation of communism. In establishing a
material basis for the development of human requirements in all
directions, socialism md mmmmlrm, as the highest stage of society,
are an era of unprecedented and many-sided development of d l
human capabilities, Men&, and passions, forming along the line of
the definite stylistic padimities of socialist culture. And here also
it is necessarg to keep in mind the fluidity of the historical process,
and the peculiarities of this particsrlar period of time in the general
current of events.
Socialism is an economy orientated towards the satisfaction of
m s s demuds. And yet, we have gone through a p b of development when all forces had to be concentrated on producing mew^
of $rodu~tioa; only dter ~ompletingthis task was it possible to
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begin the rapid development of the production of articles of consona*tim.
Communism is a phiImphy wbich inarnates all the fdlness,
vahty, rickmess, and many-sWness of material and spiritual Efe,
It is vety far from the asceticism of the misers of the eta of primitive accumulation, from the ideology of eunuchs and castrates, weak-

minded fools and spiritual paupers. But it would have been absurd
to preach epicureanism in the period of War Communism ; * whercas
a certain "Spartany'attitude was a quite expedient standard for that
Em'ted period of time, for it united the fighters.
Communism is s-Iing
for the Idlest Eije for dl. But the
struggle itself has certain costs, and the heroism of this struggle,
which unites and uplifts the masses, demands standards which develop a cmttmpt for death and the greatest liberality in spending
lim, if necaiary, for the attainment of its basic aims, Communism
is not characterized by Philistine niggardliness and cowardice.
Great aims asm the existence of operative herob, which becorn&
manifest as a "natural" mial characteristic of a great class and a
great party.
Communism is the embodiment of universal brotherhood. But its
etablishment pre-suppases victory in a bitter class strugglvictory which, in turnJ has its own prerequisites-the htemutiomf
s o W d $ y uj the proletwiab and the most profound revolutimary
i n W o n a I i s m on the one hand, and universal class hutred for
capitalism on the other.
Therefore, cammunism regards the standards of m i d Christian
love, even far one's enemy, the standards of non-resistance or of
running away from life, as its most bitter enemies.
Such is the dialectics of the ethical standards of communism, based
m a scientific analysis of the historical process.
6. Rationad perceptwn arrd percefitiond optimism. Communism
is at present the only farce which consistently defends the basic
progressive tendencies of history, from technical development to
the finest methd of rational perception.
The Hde-siEc& bonrgeoisie, disappointed in the power of reasoning, turned sharply about to extra-intellectual intuition, to the mystical "voice of the blood" and various form of sorcery. But In the
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U.SS.R. m W perception is perfecting it&, and c o n h h g its
power more and more with each day, both in depth and m breadth.
The growth of culture in general and of its technid side in
particular, the planned mass appliation of science to the productive
p m , and rationalization, together with the victorious advane of
planni-the
basic life processes of society-41 these greatly
strengthen the position of intdligent perception, emct science and
dialectic matemam philosophy, which is more and more b e c h g
the only method of scientitic perception ia general.
We are not, of course, spaking of abstractly schematic r a b i d ism of the type of the period of the Encyclopedists, with its antihistoricism and its theory of the immobility of the "rationd truthsvJ
which bad been given once and for all, We are speaking of the
historid p m e s of perception, a process, endless in time, before
which there lie no barriers irremovable in principle.
Our culture is characterized, to a great degree, by a ueatioe perc e p M op-,
a profound confideme in the reality of the
p r m of perwption, which is tested by the mighty practice of our
huge aanstrudw, and the great reorganization of the country. We
know no "mnn~ts'~
and no <'wilI not find outs," and we give no
credit to Dubois-Raymond's famous "Ignorsrbi." The entire
intellectual and emotional tone of our culture is an utterly different
one: the guiding armm of the entire historid process point in a
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different direction,

VII
Socrmmr CULT- V$BSUS CAPITUXST
h o p e , America, U3.S.R. Now we can answer the general question about the entire style of our growing culture kr cmpa&on
with what d t s in Europe and iu America. Europe and European
cultare were dhthguifhed from the specific American culture by
theit grea* 'tqirituality," which h given certain theoreticians
grounds for distinguishing between the "intend" cultwe of Europe
and the " e x k r d ' ~c h i l i r u t h of the United States.
There certainly exists s dIflemce in cultural standards: America,
Wite its mighty technique, does not have that c d W refinertlent
among its nrling c h a and their M o g l s t a which was observed
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in Europe, and which made up one of the most characteristic traits
of European cultural development.
However, on a closer examination of the subject, we h d that
in Europe there was evident (and is still evident) a "spiritualityh
whose roots grow from the depths of her &f
economic and cultural heritage (the nobility, the Isnokers, metaphysics, theology,
seholastib, the noblemen's valor, ritual, the category of the
"holy," etc.) . On the other hand, bourgeois European culture was
obliged to lay new paths, and consequently, unavoidably, to "deepen"
all its problems,
The Utrided States hardly knew feudalism. Energetic moneymakers and adventurers, who qfead quickly over the country,
skimmed off a great dml of the cream of European civilition, and
immediately seized hold of very prwaic lovers. The classic features
of capitdim, including its "cultural" features-the rule of money,
anonymity, impersonality, "soullessnew," and commerch1 cynicism,
along with a feverish greed for profits and an equally feverish business ability, efficienv, shrewdness and cunning-dweloped t o the
greatest extent in America, where they attained their clearest expression. Soulle~"technique," watered only with the sap of greed,
developed still f u r t k this European tendenq, and became one of
the corner-stones of the new civilization--a civilization which advanced to a certain extent the street magician and the charlatan type
of preacher in the piace of philosophy, and the "yellow p ~ with
"
its huge circulation, boxing, and lynching in place of a more complex
system for fo&g the masses.
But American capital really has raised the material framework
of society, the technique of the monopoly organization of capital,
experiment aud invention, to dizzy heights; and it would be fo&&
swaggering not to state this fact.
The latest developments, as we have seen, have brought forward
new tendencies: the oligarchy of the "leaders" of the bourgeoisie,
state capitalism, the barrack ideology, mysticism, and the revival
of mdiwal traditions. In this r-,
Europe is moving b a c k &
with greatar acceleration, as compared with America; and the
"feudal" spots in her culture are beginning to come out more and
more into the open.
In relation to these types of culture, our socialist culture will be a
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special force. We are tbe inheritors of everything really p r w v e .
We are at the same time the gravediggers of everything that is

'

dying and reactionary.
We inherit, continue, and develoNanging critically-the huge
techique advuwed by A n w k a and her c'xieotifxorganization of
labor." We strike off Empe's swollen feudal ideological layers,
religion, theology, schdasticfsm, ritual, phaosaphical clericalism, etc.
But we implant dialectic materialism ever deeper and deeper, and
c d h w the glorious traditions of science, the development of theeretied thought, a d the setting forth of big problems, which are now
trampled under the soldierly boots of the new Pretoria in Europe.
We have destroyed exploitation as the basis of culture, and have
built far the latter a new basis, where the liberated toiling millions
disclose W
i huge locked-up forces and bring about an exceptional
acceleration of the entire historid proms.
For tbe soulle~~ne86
of capitalist technology we have substituted
the liberating r6le of the socialist W i n e ; for the dwar6ng and
enslavement of the pemondity of the toilers-the blossoming of
this personality; for the parasitic character of the culture of capitdism's last supgo-on,
the justification of labor; for
retrogression and decay-props along aU fronts; for the pettinand individualism of Wife and the state apitalism of the fascist
barracks-the hammy of a plan, and the aollectivism of all culture ;
for the bestial fury of fascism-international effort and brotherhod
of the proletariat ; for the twng about between arhnism and ruralbm--the completeness of the new socialist culture; for the pitiful
raterw-aulingof the mystic-rational perception; for senile pessimism
: 4 e splendid young optimism of the proletarians.
Our culture is still very young, and it carries m y birth-marks
inherited from the past. But it is growing impetuously and unrestrainedly. It embraces hundreds of millions of people. It is becoming a world-wide historical liberating force, and it cannot fail to win.

